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N purſuance of what I have ſaid in a for- 
mer Letter, concerning (what we com- 
. . monly call) che Athansfian Creed ; it may |, 
MS. not be amiſs to exprels it a little more 
diſtintly. _ 
We call it commonly the 4thanafian Creed, not 
that we are certain it was penned (juſt in this 


form) by Athanaſius himſelf; (for, of this, I-find 


that learned men are doubtful,) bur it was pen- 
ned either by himſelf, or by ſome other about 
that time, according to the:mind and doctrine 
of Athanaſius. In like manner as whatwe call the 
Apojtles Creed, we take to be penned (very an« 
ciently) according to what Do&rine the Apoſtles 


- hadcaught them, though not perhaps in thoſe 


very words. A'2 -But 


(2) 

But whoever was the Compiler $ whether 
Athanaſius himſelf, or ſome other). of the Athas 
aſian Creed, I ſuppoſe, the Dannatory Sentences 
(as they are called) therein, were not by him 
intended to be underſtood with that Rigor that 
{ome would now infinuate, (who, becauſe per- 
haps they do not like the main Doctrines of 
that Creed, are willing to diſparage it, by re- 
preſenting: it to the greateſt diſadvantage they 
can,) as if it were intended, That whoever doth 
not explicicely and diſtin&ly know, ind under- 
and, afid aflent to, all and every claufe and 
fyllable therein, could not be ſaved. (Which, I 
ſuppoſe, ncicher the Author did intend, nor 
any otherfober perſon would affirm.) Bur, thac 
the Doetrine therein delivered (concerning God 
and.Chriſt) is ſound and true Doctrine in it ſelf, 
and ought, as to the ſubſtance of it, to be believed 
as ſuch, by all perſons (of Age, and Capacity, 
and who have opportunity of being well ins 
formed in it,) who do expect ſalvation by 
Chriſt; at leaſt fo far as not to disbelieve the 
ſubſtance of i ir, when underſtood. There being 


no other ordinary way to be ſaved, (that we 


know. of) than that by the Knowledge and 
Faith of God in Chriſt. 


But 


C3) 

' Bitte what meaſures God will take in caſes ex- 
traordinary, (as of Infancy, Incapacity, Invin- 
cible Ignorance, or the like,) -is not the thing 
there intended co-be declared ; nor is it neceſla- 
. ry for us to-know ; but to leave it rather to the 
Wiſdom-and Counſel of God, whoſe Judgments 
are; unſearchable, and bus Ways pat finding out, Rom. 
11. 32+ | 008" 

Mauch le(s do I ſuppoſe, that he intended to 
extend the neceflity of ſuch explicite Know- 
ledge, to the Ages before Chriſt. For many 
things may be requiſite to be explicitely Known 
and Believed by us to' whom the Goſpel is re- - 
vealed, which was not ſo to them, before the 
Veil was taken away from Moſes face, and Immortality 
brought to light through the Goſpel, 2 Cor.3.13,1 4+ 
2 Tim. 1. 10. | 

Nor are we always to prefs-words according 
to the utmoſt rigor that they: are poſſibly ca- 
pable of; bur according to ſuch equitable lence 
as we uſe to allow to. other Homiletical Diſcour- 
ſes, and which we have reaſon to believe to 
have been the true meaning ef him whoſe words 
they are. 

And I have the more reaſon to preſs for ſuch 

uitable conſtruction, becaule I obſervethoſe - 
bard Clauſes (as they arethought to be) annexed 
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C4) 
only tofome Getierals; and not to:be extgnded 
(as I conceive) to every, Particular, in the Expli- 
. cation of thale Generals. , __ 

- It begins thus: 3 © Whoſoever will be ſaved; before 
& all things, it: is neceſſary, that he hold the Catbolick 
« Faith. Where, befure all things, is as much as Im- 
primis ; importing, that it is mainly neceſſary, ar a 
principal requifite, to Believe aright ; eſpecially, 
concerning God, and-Chrt, 

W hich, as to perſons of Years, and Diſcretion, 
and who! have the opportunity of being duly 
Inftruded, I think is geaerally allowed by all of 
us; ro be-neceſlary (as ra the Subſtantials of Re- 
ligion) in the ordinary way of lalyation , with- 
out diſputing, - what God. may do in extraordi- 
nary Caſes, or how far God may be -plealed, 
upon a general Repentance, as of Sins un- 
known, to pardon ſome culpable Misbelief. 

| It follows; © Which Faith, except every one ds 
hy keep whole and undefiled, (way x; augunmy) Without 
 < doubt he ſhall-periſh everlaſtingly. 1 hat is, (as I 
conceive) Unleſs a perſon (fo qualified and ſo 
capacitated; as I before expreſſed) do keep it 
whole or ſound, as to the Subſtantials of it (though 
poſſibly he may be ignorant of: forme Particus 
lars of the true Faich-;) and undefiled, or inteme- 
rate, (without adding thereunto, or putting ſuch 

| a ſence 
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— 
a ſence tipon ſuch Subſtantials, as ſhall be de- 
ftru&ive thereof,) ſhall (except he repent) pe- 
riſh everlaſtingly. Which, I thittk; is no'more 


than that of Mar. «6. 16. He that Believeth not, 


ſhall-be* Damiied. And what Limitations or Mi- 
tipations are there to be alloived, ate be the 
ſame equity) tobe allowed inthe preſent Clauſe 
before us. Which therefore may (in this crue 
ſence) be ſafely admitred. | 

Atid here [ think fit to obſerve, That where- 
as thete may be an ambiguity in che Englith 
word iphdle, which ſometime lignifies torus, and 
ſometime ſanus or ſalvus, it is here certainly to 


be tinderftood in che latter ſence, ys. anfweting - 
to the Greek 86. It is not 3Ayy totam, but aidy 


ſatam ot | ſalvam. * And wmdy away 5 apyptrey, to 
keep' the Faith ſalvam & intemeratam, which is 
rranflited whole and undefiled, might (to the ſame 
(ence) be reridered ſafe and ſound, Now a'man 
miy welt be ſid to be fafe and ſound, norwitli- 
ſanding a Wart or a Wen, or. even a Hurt ot 
Maim; fo long as the Virals be'not endan- 
gered. And 'fo, of the Catholick Faith, or Chri- 
ſtian Do&trine , fo long as there is nothing des: 
ſkrutive of che main Subftantials or Fundamen- 
tals of ir, chough poſſibly there may be an Ig- 
norance or Miſtake, as to ſome particulars of lef- 
ſer moment.  Afﬀter 


- 


(6) 
After this Preface (between it andthe Cone 
cluſion, or Epilogue) there follows indeed a 
large-Expolition of ( what: he declares to be) 
the Catholick Faith ; (Thar is; ro be ſome Part 
[| of it: For I take he whole Scridtare to be the 
[! Catholick Faith; whereof this ColleCtion is bur. a 
| | part.) beginning with, The Catholick Faith i this: 
And Ending with, Tim. is the Catbolick Faith. 
Bur it is not ſaid, "That except a-man Know 
and Believe every particular of that Explication, he 
ſhall periſh erernally ; but only, Except he kee 
the Catholick Faith (as to. the. Subſtancials of i) 


ſafe and ſound. 


For doubtleſs there may be many Particulars 
of. Catholick Faith (contained .in the Word. of 
God) . which..a man- may be ignorant of, and 
yet be ſaved. Ir is True, Thar the Name of 
| | our Saviour's Mother was Mary.; ; andthe Name 
|, dof the Judge who. condemned him was Pontius 
Pilate: and both theſe are put into (what we 
call) the Apoſtles Creed; and are part of- the 
Catholick Faith; and which (ſuppoſing that 
we know them to be declared in Scripture) we 
ought to Believe. iBut I ſee not why it ſhould 
be thought (of -it ſelf) more neceſlary to ſal- 
[| yation |(if he do.not know it to be declared in 
| Scripture) for 'a man- to know that her Name 
was 
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was Mary, than that the Name-of Adam's Wife 
was Eye, or Abrahams Wife Sarah, or that one 
of Job's Daughters was called Jemima ; ( for all 
theſe are declared in Scripture; and, ſuppoſing 
that we know them ſo to be, ought to be be» 
lieved as part of the Catholick Faith.) Nor do 
I know, that it is (of ic ſelf) more neceſlary to 
know'that the Name of the Judge, who con- 
demned-our Saviour was Pontius Pilate, than that 
the Name of the High-Prieft was Caiaphas. And 
though one of theſe, and not the other, - be put 
into the Apoſtles Creed, whereby we aremore 
likely ro know. thar'than-the other :, yer both of 
themy being Trye, and declared in Scripeure z 
they are, both of them, parts of the Catholick. 
Faith, and to.be believed ; but neither of them 
(think) with-ſuch-neceflity, as that, who knows 
chem not, cannot be ſaved. - © + =D | 
And what I ſay of this General Preface in the 

inning, 'is.in:-like manner to be underſtood 
of the Genetal Concluſion in the end ; which 
(Catholick Faith) except a man believe faithfully, 


he cannot be ſaved. Of which I ſhall ſay more 


anon. _- 
© After the General Preface, (concerning the 
neceſſity of holding the Catholick Faith,) he 
praceeds to two main Branches of it, (that of 

B the 


EX 
the- Trinity, and that of the Incarnation, with 
the Conſequents thereof ; ) which he declares 
likewiſe, as what ought to be believed... 

That of the Trinity, hedeclares thus in Ges 
neral.; © nd the Catholick Faith is this ;: (that is; 
this.is-one main 'part of the Catholick Faith ; ) 
namely, *© That: we worſhip One God im Trinity, and 
Trinity m- Waity 1 Neither Confounding the Perfous, 
or. Dividing the Subſtance. - Which is. what we 
commonly fay, There be Three!Por ſons, -yet but One 
God, - And this General (which, after-fome par- 
ticular Explicttions; he' doth relime) is what 
ke declares ought: ts be believed; - Bur he dorh noc 

lay!fack firefs vpon each Paxcicular of that Ex- 
plication, though True.'- - - 

He thus explains himſelf ;' © Fer there. is. one 
*'Perſor of the Father, ' another of the Son, and ano» 
& ther of the Holy Ghoſs. - (Which Perſons there- 
fore are not to # confounded:) ' *© But the: God- 
«bead of the Father, and. of the Son; and of the Faly 
' "Ghoſt, is all One. That is, one Subſtance, one. 
God. (Which is what he ſaid of not Dividing 
the Subſtance, as if the Three Perſons houll 
' be Three Subſtances, or Three: Gods.) . Ac- 
cording/as Chriſt ſays of Himſelf and the Father, 
John 109. 30. 4 and "the Father are: One : © «oper, 
(noc 
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(9) 
{not 6) that is, one' Thing, one Subſtance, 
one God, not one Perlon, And 1 Jobs 5. 7. 
Theſe. Three are One ; (imi @i Tpes, din) 'Hi 1res 
ſunt Unum, not Unus. Theſe three Who's, are one 
What, They are one Thing, one Subſtance, one 
God, though 'Three Perlons. | 

\ And'as their Godhead, or Subſtance undiyi- 
ded, is all one; fo ic follows, © The Glory equal, 
the Majeſty co-eternal. Such as the © Father is, (as 
eo the common Godhead): ** ſuch is the 'Son, and 
At \uch is.the Holy Ghoſt. The Father-uncreate, \ the 
<< Son uncreate, and the Floly Ghoft uncreate. The 
« Father incomprehenſible , the Son incomprehenſible, 
6 and the Holy Ghoſt incomprehenſible. - The: Fatber 


i grernal, the" Son eternal, "and the Fdoly Ghoſt eter« = 


& al. 'For all-thele are Attribures:of the com- 
mon Deity, which is the ame-of All.” © And 
& 3et- they are not- Three Eternals,: but One Eternal, 
Not Three Eternal Gods, -(chough Three Pers 
ſons) bue One Eternal God. '** 4s alſo there are 
not three Iicomprehenſubles, nor three Uncreated ; :bat 

_ one Uncreated, and one Incomprehenfible. One and 
the ſame Subſtance or Deity, uncreated and in- 
comprehenſible. - © $0! likewiſe the Father is Al- 
© mighty, the Son Almighty, and the Holy-Ghoſt Al- 
&« mighty ; and yet thert are not Three Almighties, but 
* One Almighty. So the Father is God, the: Son is 
Kt 4 | B2z &« God, 


/ 


( 10 ) 


«-God, and the Holy Ghoſt is God ; . and yet there are- 


& not 1 bree Gods, but One God, . So. likewiſe the Fa- 
&« ther is Lord, (wei@s,. the word-by- which the 
Greeks do exprels the Hebrew Name Jehovab, 
the proper. incommunicable : Name of God, ) 
« the Son Lord,-.and the Holy-Ghoſt Lord; and yet 
& 20t Three. Lords, but One Lord. (Not three Je- 
hevahs, but one Jehovah.) *©* For like as we are com- 
* polled by the Chriſtian Verity to acknowledge every 
& Perſon by himſelf to- be God and- Lord, ſo-are we 
&. forbidden by the Catbolizk Religion, to ſay, There be 
© 'Thres:Gods, or-Three-Lords. Which are ſo.ma- 
ny. particular Explications or Illuſtrations of 
what was before ſaid in general of nat Confounding 
the Perſons, nor Dividing the Subſtance. "Which Exe 
plications; though they be all true, (and nece(- 
ſary Conſequents of what was before ſaid in 
general ;.)- yet to none'of them is annexed ſuch 
Sanition, as that-wholoeyer doth not: Believe 
or-not Underſtand theſe Illuſtrations, cannox-be 


ved. 'Tis enoughto Salvation, if they hold the 


true Faith, as to the ſubſtance; of it, though-in 

ſome other form of words , or-chough they had. 

never heard the Athanafian Creed. | 

_ Nor is any ſuch Sanction annexedto the Per- 

ſonal Properties, which next follow ; © The.Fa- 

&f ther is made of- none; neither Created, nox Depaion 
: cc be 


F 
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-. "C0-). 
& The Son is of the Father alone ; not: Made, nor Creas 
« ted, but Begotten. The Holy Gboſt. is of the Fa- 
«ther, and'of- the Son ; neither Made, nor Begotten, 
« bat Proceeding ni 1101 ane 


Where, by the way, here is: Anathemaci- 


_ zation of the Greek Church, (of which thoſe 
who wonld,. for other xealons, 'diſparage this 


Creed, make (6 loud an out-cry.) "Tis laid in- 

deed He doth proceed, (and lo lay they,)- but not 
that he doth - proceed. from the Father. aftd the Son. 

And tis ſaid, He :is Of. the Father and Of the. Son *© 
( >w 18 a3 9 2:78 4). ſome way -or- other; 
(and even this,l ſuppoſe,they would-not dety;) 
bur whether .by proceſſion . from both, or (if .{0) 
whether in the ſame manner, it is not {aid ; but wa- - 
rily, avaided.. (Though indeed it ſeems to fa- 
your whart I think to be the crutch, and what in ' 
the Nicene Creed is ſaid expreſly, that he doth 


proceed from both ; and, for ought we. know, in + 


the ſame manner ;- which yet we do not deter- 


. mine.) Nor do [ ſee any reaſon, why, on this 


account, we ſhould be laid to Anathematize the: 
Greek Church, or they ro Anathematize us, 
even though we ſhould nor: exattly, agree; in 
what ſence he may- be ſaid ro be Of the Father, 
and- in what. Of the Son. And thoſe who are 


better acquainted -with: the DoGrine-andthe 


Lan- 
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Languages, 6fcheprelem Greek Ohuretfes;'than 
moſt of us are, do aflnte us, that rhe differences 
berween themiand:uv'are ratherin»ſome fotriis 
of expreflions, than inthe thingyie ſelf, How» 
ever, thoſe-who  wonld/make ſo great:a mat- 
'cer of this, ſhould-rather quarrel ac the- Nicene 
'Creed, thaf'the Athanaſian -- where it is expreſly 
ſaid of the Holy 'Ghoſt, that be proceedethyfrom 
the Father and fi0 the Son. '*Tis not therefore 
for the phraſe Filioque,- that they are ſo ready to 
quarrel at this Creed rather:than the Nicene, but 
"from ſoine other reaſon, ahd;moſtlikely,becaufe 
the Dodrine. of the "Trinity is here more fully 
.exprefſed than in that, .at--which the Socinian is 
-moſt offended. oo ou on 
I obſerve alſo; That theſe Perſonal Proper- 
ties are exprefſed juſt by the Scripture words, 
Beget, Begotten, Proceeding , without affixing any 
ſence of our own upon them ; bur leaving them 
to be underſtood in ſuch fence as in the Scri- 
. pture they are to be underſtood. Agreeable to 


that modeſt Caution, which is proper in ſuch 


Myſteries. Ws OO 

* It follows ; © So there 'is One Father, not three 
© Fathers ; One Son, not three Sons; One Holy Ghoſt, 
« ot three: Holy Ghoſts. And in this Trinity, none is 
& gfore or after other. (That 'is, not in Time, 
SHES z though 
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thotigh in .Qcder.);,**' None. is greater. or leſs than 


(33) 


« 1ather :-'But the Whole three ' Perfons are. co«eternal 
< together, and co-equal,. E&ou 96 Tpas. Evaxarts, % auy- 
aidiai! dior tay leniey 2) | rag. Thx three. [CK = 
(ovmnapani ors) try ly» perſons, OF- propenly' per fons, and | 
cos eternal each With other, aud*co-equal.. 

Having chus finiſhed theſe particular Expli- 
catians,'or Illaſtrations, concerning the Trinity, 
(withont-any dondenming Clayſe of thoſe who think 
otherwiſe, other than; what is there included ; 
namely, that if this be Txuc, the contrary muſt 
be. an Errour :.) \'He then reſumes the General, 
(as after a long; Parencheſis}), ** So that in all things 
© (as is aforeſaid) the Unity in Trinity, and the Tri- 
&« nity in Wnity, is.to be Worſhipped. And to this 
General, annexethchis Ratification, &« Fe, theres 
" > that will he ſaved, muSt thus think of the Trini- 

:. or, thus: ought to. think of the Trinity, 
a Lit hin-tbus think of. the Trinity, TW EA Tpicd)s 
gparcize.... And: to this, I ſuppole, we do alla-- 
gree,..whd: believe.the Doctrine of che Trinicy- 
co be true. ' For, if the thing be true, thoſe who 
would be ſaved, ought to believe. it. , 

He then proceeds to the Doctrine of the In-- 
carnation. Which he declares in general as ne- 
ceſlary to ſalvation. * Furthermore, it is neceſſary- 


* fo to rnplaſing ſalvation, that he Je believe ROE | 
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( 14 
<« the Incarnation of our -Lord Jeſus' Chriſt. Which 
is no more than thar'of 'Jobn 3. 36. He that be- 
lieveth not the Son,. ſhall not ſee life, - but the wrath of 
God abideth on him: got therefore we-may ſafe» 
ly fay this alfo-r'+ Ther. being "10; other Name under 
Heaven whereby we-muſt be: ſaved, neithes is there Sal- 
vation- in any other, ACts. 4- 12. 

After this- (as before-he had'done of the Do- 
drine 'of the Trinity) -he gives.farſt a general 
Aſertion of his being God and Man; .and then 
a particular - Uluſtration of his Incarnation. 
&« For the-right Faith is, - that we believe and confeſs, 
&« That our Lord Jeſus Chit, the Son of God, is God 

« and Man. 

: What follows, is.2 further Explication of this 
: General. © God, of the ſubſtance of the Father, 
<< begotten before the Worlds. And Man, of the fub- 
&« Rance of bis Mother, born in the World. Perfe& 
«God, and perfeft Man ; of -4 reaſonable Soul and 
66 ſama Fleſh ſubſiſtmg.- Equal to the Father, as 
& ronthing bis Godhead; and Inferiour to the Father, 
*<#s touching bis Manhood. Who, altheugh he be God 
© and Man, yet be is.not Two, but One Chriſt, One, 
&« mot by converſion of the Godbead mto Fleſh, but by 
& taking of the Manhood into God. One altogether, not 
 * by Confuſion of Subſtance;but by Unity of Perſon, For 
* 45 the reaſonable Soul and Fleſh is one Man, ſo God 
* and Man is One —_—_  -:. And 
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(15) 
And thus far, as tothe Delcriptionof Chriſt's 


Perſon and Natures. The Particulars of which 


I take to be all true ; and therefore ſiich as 


ought-to be believed, when underſtood. But 


ſuch (many of them) as perſons of ordinary 
capacities, and not acquainted with School 
Terms, may not perhaps underſtand. Nor was 
it, I preſume, the meaning of the Pen-man of 
this Creed, that it ſhould be thought neceflary 
to Salvation, . that every one ſhould particularly 
underſtand all this : but, at moſt, that, wben 
underſtood, it ſhould not be disbelieved. That 
in the general, being moſt material;- That Jeſus 


Chriſt, the Son of God,” is God and Man : the reſt | 


being but Explicatory of this. Which Explica- 
cions, though they be all true, are not attended 
with any ſuch clauſe, as if, without the explicite 
knowledge of all theſe, a man could not be 


ſaved. 


| He then proceeds to what Chriſt hath done 
for our Salvation, and what'he is tado further 
at the Jaſt Judgment, with the Conſequents 


thereof. ** }Vho Suffered for our Salvation, Deſcended 


«© into Hell, Roſe again tbe third day from the 
«Dead. | rotts | 

That Clauſe of deſcending into Hell, or Hades, 
(nom dey dd; afv,) Which we meet with here, 
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(16) 
and in the Apoſtles 'Creed, as it is now read, 
is not in the Nene 'Creed ; nor wasitanciencly 
(as learned Men ſeem to be agreed). inwhart we 
call the Apoſtles Creed: © When or: how itfarſt 


came-in, I cannot well tell : Nor will 1 undet» 


rake-herero:determine thefence of it. - - >: -: 

. The Hebrew word Sheol, andthe Greek: Has 
des,  volvich. here we trantlate Hel, (by:which 
word we now-a+days uſe to:denore the Plact of rhe 
Dwnned,) was anciently uſed” to-{ignifie, fome- 
time” the Grave, ſometime, the Place, Stare, or 
Gondition of the. Dead, whether good or bad. . And. 
when fob prays-(Job 14:1 3-) -0 that thou wouldſt 
' tide mein Sheol (as in the Hebtew ;.) or m: Hades, 
(as in the Greek Septuagine ; ) certainly he did 
not defireto be in whatwe now call Hel ; bur 
rather (as we theretranſlate it) inthe:Grave, or 
the condition of thoſe thatare Dead. 

Buc| what it ſhould ſignifie here, is not well 
agreed among learned Men. | The Papiſts ge- 
nerally (becauſe that is ſubſervient to ſome of 
their beloved: Tenents) would haye it here to 
ſignifie the Place of the Damned ;. and-would 
have it thought, that the Soul of Chriſt, durin 
the time his Body lay in the Grave, was Anvil 
che-Devils and Damned Souls'in Hell.' © Others - 
do, with more likelyhood, take it for the Grave, 
__ 
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ot cotidition” bf the Dezd ! nd take this of 
Chtift s/eebrg into Hides; ro be che ſaine with 
Rik Bein# Bified, or lyig-th th Grave. The £a- 
thet; beeauſe - iff the Nictne Creed; where is 
mention of his being Buried, chere' is fio niention 
of his fot ants EBP- os Hlader + And hire, in 
the A#htafiih' Creed; Whert mention is made 
of this; there is nd tention 6f his being Buried ; 
asif the ſtme were meant'by both phraſes, which 
therefote' need' hot be repeatet; And' though 
in the Apoſtles Creed there be ridw mention of 
both, yet anciently it was not (o ; hae of his 
defcent into Hell, being not to'be found in ancient 
Copies of the Apoftſes Cited. If it fignifie any 
thing wHiotE rail His Being Buried, "it Yeers mioſt 
hkely to import his Continaaice in the Grave, or 
the State arid Condition of the Dead, for ſome time, 
Andthe'words' whicli follow, avi tx rexp3y, fay 
nothing'of his coming out of Fell, biit only of his 
riſmig front the Dead 

But che words” here ſtatid undetermined to 
any particular fence*; and ſo' they do in the 
Apoſtles Creed ; arid are'fo-alfo in the Articles 
of onr Clinch. Where' it is only ſaid, (becauſe 


inthe Creed it ſtands fo,) That 'we are to bes 


lieve, That he _ into Hell, without affixing 
any patticular ſence to it, 


© 3 The 
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The words, doubtleſs, have reſpect to that of - 


Afts 2. 27. where, Thou wilt not leave. my Soul in 
Hell, (ox Hades) ner {fer thine Holy One. to ſee 
Corruption, is applied to Chriſt, (cited out of 
P/al. 16. 10. where the fame had before been 
ſpoken of David.) And his not being left in Hades, 
ſeems to ſuppoſe his having. been (for ſome time) 
in Hades , whatever by . Hades .is there meant. 
And Perſe 31. his being not. ſo left, is expreſ# 
Iy expounded of bis Reſurriftion And. ſo a- 
gain in Afts 13.35. Now, as weave no rea- 
ſon to think, that David's being in Hell, og Sheol, 
| (though not to be left hs can \ignjhe, his 
being in Hell among the Devils and damned Spirits 
but rather in the Grave, or the Condition of the 
Dead; fo neither thar-:Chriſt's being in Hell,” os 
Hades, (which is the Greek word: anſwering to 
the Hebrew Sheol ) ſhould fignifie any other 
than Hs being in the Grave, or condition of the 
Dead ; from whence, by his Reſurreftion, he was 
delivered, And to this purpoſe ſeems that 
whole Diſcourſe of Peter, AFis 2. 24,---32. and 

of Paul, As 13. 3a,--37. Ws 
 - But, without determining it to any particular 
ſence, the Creed leaves the word Hell indefanite- 
ly here tobe underſtood, inthe ſame ſence what 
ever it be, in. which it is to be. underſtood, 
| Aftts- 
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Ate; 27, 31. and Pal. 16. 10. Ando farwe 
are-lafe. * 

; Itfollows; © He aſcendedinto Heaven; He ſit- 
<< teth- on the right band of the Father, God Almighty. 
&« From Whence he ſhall come to-judge the quick and the 
&« dead. At whoſe coming all men ſhall riſe again with 
<< their Bodies.; and ſhall give account for their own 
« Works. And they that have done Good, ſhall go into 
«© Life everlaſting : and they that have done Evil, .into 
« everlaſting Fire. (Of all which, there is no 
doubt but that it ought tobe believed.) Ending 
with, ** This is the Catbolick Faith: : That is, this1s 
true and ſound Do&trine, and ſuch as every true 
Chriſtian ought to believe. 

And, as he had begun all with a general Pre- 
face, ſo now he cloſeth all wich a general Con: 
cluſion : © Which (Catholick Faith): except a-man 
« believe faithfully, he cannot be faved. That is, the 
Doctrine here delivered is true, (and fo I think - 
it is in all the parts of it,) and is (part of) the 
Catholick Faith: (The whole of which Faith, is 


the whole Word of God.) Thar is, part of that 
Faith, which all true. Chriſtians do, and ought 
to Believe. Which Catholick Faith; (the whole 
of which is the whole Word'of God) except a: 
1an- (ſo qualified as I before expreſſed) do be- 
lieve faithfully, (that is, excepr he truly believe 
| | it) 


EN C 20 ) 
it) as'to the 'Swbſtantials. of it, (thought poſſibly 
- he may be ignorant of many particulars: theres 
| in) he cannot (without fuch Repentancy as God 
ſhall accept of ) be ſaved.. Which, ſo'limitced,-(as 
it ought to-be) I take to be ſound Dottrine, and 
agreeable tothar of John 3. 16.- He that believeth 
not, is condemned already ; becauſe be hath not believed 
on the Name of the only begotten Sow! of God : And 
Per. 36. He that: believeth not the Son, ſhall not ſee 
life ;. but the wrath of God abideth on him: That is, 
(according; to the: words of. this: Creed)! he thar 
believetlr not aright (of God and Chriſt) cannot 
be ſaved. T B3utt 2 | 
Which words of Chriſt, we: may ſafely in- 
- terpret. both withy an-aſpe& on'the/Doctrine of 
the Tranty: (becaule of thoſe words, the only Be» 
gotten Sonof+ God) and to that of the” Ircarnation 
of Chriſt, and the Conſequents thereof ; (becauſe 
of thoſe words in the beginning ofthe Diſcourſe, 
Per. 16, 17, God fo loved the World, - that he Gave 
bis only Begotten Son, &c. and God: ſent bis Son ints 
the world--- that ' the world throngh him might be [a- 
ved:) Which are the ewo main Points-infifted 
on in the: Athanaſian Creed. And he who doth 
not Believe on the:Name of this only Begotton Son 
of God, and thus ſent-into the world,” (the Text tel] 
© Us) ſhall not ſee life ; but the wrath of God abideth on 


him. 


© 


I. 
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this Which fully agrees with what is here ſaid, 
Except a man believe the Catholick Faith, (of which 
the-Dodrinedf the Trinity, and'of che Tucarnation, 
are there intimated, and are here expreſled, 2o 
be-\eohſtderable Biaiiches) he' cannot be ſaved. 
And what Limitations or Mitigations are tobe 
anderſtood inthe one place,are reaſonably to be 
allowed as rnderſtood-in the other. Atd, con- 
ſequently, thoſe Damnatory. Clauſes (as they 
are called) in the Arhanaſian Creed (rightly un» 
derſtood) are not foformidable (2s foe wonld 
pretend) as'if; becaiiſe of mrorih the whole Creed : 
otight to be kid aſide. n 
'For, iti brief,/it is but os; The Preface we 
che Epilogue ret us"; Thar whoſo would be ſaved, 
it is neceſſary, Of: ta) be birght tohold the Citholitk | 
Faith. -Whith Faith#xcept be keep whale an tendefiled, | 
or (away y «ugutw) \ſafe and mviolate, be ſhall pe- 
riſh everlaſti ly ;”'or; which except he- keliev fall 
ly, he cannot ſaved-* "Which is no more'fevere, 
tharr that of our Saviour, Mark 16: 16. He that 


believeth not, ſhall-be damned. 
Hethen inſerts a large Declarationof the Ca- | 


- tholick' Faith; eſpecially as to'trwo main'Points 


of it; thiref the Trinity, and that of the In- 
carnation. ' And if all he there declares be'true,” 


(as. I think-it :is,) we have then no reaſohi'ts 
quarrel 
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quarrel with it upon that account. Buthe doth 
not ſay, That a man .cannot- be ſaved, who 
doth not Know or Underſtand every particular 
thereot. | 

Of the Firſt, be ſays bur this, He that wouldbe 
ſaved, ought thus to think, or (4a gporeiTe) let him 
thus think of the Trinity ; ; namely, That the Unity 
in Trinity, and Trinity-in Unity, ovg bt to. be Wor ſhips 

d. 
F Of the Second, what he days is this, Further- 
wipre.it is neceſſary to Eternal Salvation, That be be- 
-heve aright the Incarnation of our Lord Jejus Chriſt : 
Which is no more ſevere than that of .our: Sa- 
viour, He that believeth not the Son, ſhall nat ſee life, 
but the wrath of " abideth on. him ; becauſe be-hath 
yot believed, an the, Name. of the. only begotten Son of 
God, whom God bath ſent into the world, that: the world 
through him might be ſaved, John 3.'17, 18, 36. 

. Beſide theſe, there are no Damnatory Clauſes 
in the whole. All the reſt are.bur Declaratory, 
And, if whathe declares be true, we have no 
reafon to find fault with ſuch Declaration. 

Now: as, to thoſe two ,Points ; that of the 
Triaiy,..and.that of the Incarnation, (which 
are the only. Points in queſtion ,)- there 1s a 
double Inquiry, (as I have elſewhere ſhewed J 
__ the things be. Poſlible.; .: and whether 


they 


#4 


Z 


Father) and who ſhall ar the laſt -day retall 
| D 
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they: be Tevie--;..T he Poſibility may-beargued 
from Principles. of Reaſon : : "The Truth- of 


KK © © 


"queſtioned _ but. that the; Revelaticny in'both 
Points, is.clear enough, Kthe gg boned im- 
poſlibe. 


. As £0; thas. ak the: Trinips'l. han already 


hows , (in a former Letter) |That-thete.is 
thereig no lnippibility;: cburthat; whariin'one 
conſideration are; Three, (which, we commonly 
call chrge Perſons, ).may. yer! (inianothenconſi- 
F derangn be AxtiGads ot bib off £1? 


I, ſhall: newyproceeditaiſhinyeTFhar neither 


is hers any. leopodibiliey, = — Incarnativh 
of gur Lad. Jelus Chrilt. 


! Now this conlilts of tiva1Bi aclids; ; Thatof 


bis being boraiof ja Kitgingsand bhar of 'the Hy- 


poſtatical af ni (asiit.is cammonlyccalled) of hs 
Humane Nature with the ToU_n Perſon of the 
Sacred Trinity. . 

As tothe fi by: hs wins and Can be no 


pretence of, Impollibility. -For::the ſame God - 


who did at- firſt miake pl of. the: Duſt of the 
Earth, withont-either. Father. or: Mother; and 
who cede Eve of Adam's Riby {withour ' + Moz 
ther ar leaſt, however Adam may be favfict'xs a 


the 
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the'Dead'out of: che Dut, may doubtleſs, ifhe 
pleaſe, cauſe 2 Woman, withanc the help of 
| Man, ro conceive a:childi:: \Thete'is cettainly 
;nodImpoſbility 44 natare/\twhy-ic-may tor; By 
#7 @Omoiparent; Agent, be drought ropals. And 
when the Scripture declares it ſo to be; there is 
no-reaſorw <(it ive; believe: he Scripture) to dif- 
: betivieche! Thing. -./ Zafizot 6 ME, 27S: 
--0]6 19-967 MOLE: than' whos Chriſt 'thred- the 
Ja. 404671 0 blind man's $yes with day and fpitrie * Or 
. Jphar-43093u vrhen be faid; Lakgarts; COmefore 
—_— he did ſo. OO Rid; 
331121971 166 Dergrbe) Wide ha >agdacherr daflLa bt : 
Fab 33-9. Andpof che he who Cyeaiony 5 pake, 
| and it was done) He cormuntel, -ahtd it 
1:7 : floodifalt: Ne morethiin When he 
Nunb.11.8 , made. aaron'sRod-(4dfy Sack} to bud 
t Yo- _ and bloſſom, and yield Almonds: Or whar 
16. 5. 3- ,:, is implied in that; Let-not- the Eunuch 
ſay, I am a dry tree. Andi not-much 
Gen. x8. 14,' -more.than-when God gave. Abraham 
Ram. 4. 19, & Son in bis old age; and,notwithſtand- 
ing the deadneſs of Sarah's womb. - 

- I was about co fay, (andit is'not much ami 
if { do) itis not much more-than whar (pretty 
often) happens amongſt men, when God gives 
both Sexes to the fame. perſon, '({uch there 


are, 


23) 
are, ard: bave —_—_ chink there; is one 
yer living, wha was firſt: ps Woman married 
t0:a:Manyant i:dinods-a ddany miasvied! to a 
Woman!) and:-whic hindets thei, -but-that 
God;cif:he pleaſe; may mingle akie Effeiis.of both 
theſe Sexes) m che {dmerBody2.. Aline altera- 
tiore inztbe Firugure of horNeſlels would do its 
For whe there is in the {ane body, and ſo-near,.. 
Semen virile & muliebre, what hinders but 
 thetemight-boa-paſlagetor them torminc'And 
Plants, wenknow; doiigtibpagate' wichour!a febs, | 
low; though: it be otherwiſe. iv Anitngle And: 
whereas this is ſaid ta bebyithe Haly Le, yY | 
Ghoft coming_uponrbeiy: and the\Bawer of ©! ;- i 
tbe. Edigheſt averſhadowing the the Bleſſed Ni rain 3: ak 
not: much-uanlike chas: of: the. Spirit of _ Inv! 
cubation, on moving hpon: the. face:of | 
the Waters..: /So-thit; ano; this-Poine, - | 
here: is. nothing” Impoſſible , T qothing, Iacre- 
diblei: WIT bet bs baeh ve hh | 

The other: Particular, 25:to the Epoſtatcal 
Union 3) How: God /and-Man,can be united in 
one Perſon, may: ſeen more difficult for us to 
apprebond;;heeaule wiunderſtand fo little of 
the /Divine' Effence; and: conſequently arelels 
able £0: determioe;: whas: is; and-what- is not, 
co And;: _ all is done, if 4” 


Gen, 63. 
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be never ſo ceitaia, that. > of isſuch an. Uaion,. 
yer it: will be bardco-ſay How'iris 7 Qui 75 
; Bub:we: hawe:no reaforfiom thencs:sb/cons; 
clude "the thing : Impoſlible' becauſe (weiknow 
not:How it' is done, \ Becauſe thetg be:agboy; 
etherthingslin natyte, whiochivweiaze fureto Beg; 
ofi which!voe aks/almnotb wr as-grearh 4dfs.as to: 
the manner How _ bo,cas inthe: Prelc 
caſe. nid 346 I Oe OT TR 2 
-Odlomaicas wile! emaiads welk-ſo- 
ever skilled ir NatgrafPhilolophyy: :dorly exr8gs! 
knowledgerhinilelf,-immany lingito:be ara! 
loſs, when hei- would: ſearch out the:bottom:o6f 
Natural: thitgs;: aficÞbver wherhe: made:it\ \his 
BufineS' ſo ds! -' When :( þ:ke) £ applied. Ny: 
 bentt ito: know wiſdom": undto-.ſer the! bufrueſs that is. 
done upon the, earth :- Then} bebeld":all the work: of- 
God'; that a man cant: findout the work of :God that 
is done under: the: fun : Becauſe rbough:a\mum labour ts- 
ſeek it out, yet he ſhall not find it. Tea further, though. 
@ wiſe man ſeek to know'it, yer" ſh het beadble to 
pr. it, 'Eccleſ: 8:16, 1.7, And: Thall-'we then. 
i Eck. %, 16, ; ſay :*of the: : deep thi 96 1.of- God'; "The 
ito of; eis-idwpo ſibley! Docs we cams: 
adobabivine ? | And ifiwe conſider! how wiany 
puzzling: Queſtion God pnes toifob, /in the 37, 
38; 39,40) 41 —_ of Jabg' |BVeis; in: ma-- 


tural 
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tural things, we may very well (as Job did) abs 
hor our ſelves in duſt and: aſhes, and be aſhamed of 
our ignorant curioſity ; and confeſs (as he doth) 
T have: uttered what-1 wider flood not ; things too Won- 
ul ' for me which I know not :' when he found he 
had' talked like a fool, while be thought to 
be:wiſe, and'would meaſurethe Power 
and Wiſdom of God by the narrow limits of 
our underſtanding : And might come to Job's 
Reſolucion (when he had well weighed the 
matter) 1 knojb that thou canſt do every thing ,andthat 
no thought can be withbolden from thee, Fob 42."2, 
6. 

4 The- wind bloweth where it liſteth, (not where 
you pleaſe td appoint" it,)) thon: heareſt the ſornd 
thereof, But canſt not tell whence it cometh 
or whither it goetb, (ſaich Chriſt ro Ni- 
codemus : ) Bur ſhall we therefore conclude, 

The Windidoth not blow, becauſe we iow 
not how or whence it bloweth ? Or, thar God 
cannot command the Winds; becaufes we cannot ? 
We ſhould rather conclude, "The Wind doth cer- 
tainly Blow, ( becauſe we hear the. ſound of it,) 
though we know neither How, nor 

Whence ': And, though they do. not * ; 
obey us, yet t the Wind andghe Seas obey bim. Now 


(as he there firther argues) If, when be tells us of 
earthly - 


OM, I, 22, 


, Joh ry 8, 12. 


Mart. 8.26, 27s 


(28) 
earthly things, We do not apprehend it, how much more 
if he tell us of Heavenly things ? of the deep things of 
God ? BEER 
But (to come a lictle-nearer to the buſineſs) 
confider we a litcle the Union of our own Soul 
and Body. Tis hardly accountable, nor per- 
haps conceivable by us,.{who are moſtly con» 
verſant with material things, How a Spiritual 
 Immatetial Being: {ſuch as our Souls are) and 
capable of a leparateexiſtenceof its own,ſhould 
inform, .aCtuate, and manage a material ſyb- 
ſtance, ſuch as is, that of' our Body, and be fo 
- firmly: United as to be One Perſon with it. By 
| what handle can a Spirit Intangible take hold of 
a Tangible Material Body, and give Motion 
-£0 it? Eſpecially if we ſhould admit Lacretius's 


Tangere vel Tangi, nifi Corpus, nulla poteſt res : 


(which he repeats almoſt as often as Homer doth 
his 7% & impe/8{per3-) who doth thence repute 
it impoſſible for an Immaterial Being zo move. 
a Body. Burt we who believe the-Soul to be.a 
- 2 Spirit, know it to be poſſible. Much more is 
it poſſible for God (though a Being infinitely 
48.17,25,27,28, More pare) who giveth to all, Life and 

| Breath 
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Breath and ll things ; and in whom 'we Live and 
Move and have our Being ; and who ti no far from 
every one of us. It would be hard for us co give 
an intelligible account, either how God moyes 
Þ all chings, or how our Soul moves the Body;; 
yet we are ſure it is ſo. That a Body may move 
a Body, ſeems not ſo.ſtrange to apprehend, (for 
we ſee one Engine move another 3) But, by 
what Mechaniſm, ſhall a Spiric give Motion 
co a Body when at reſt ? or, Scop it when in 
Motion ? 'or, Dire& ics Motions thi way or 
that way ? Ir would be thought ſtrange, thar 
a Thought of ours ſhould Move a ſtone : And 
it is as hard to conceive (did wenot fee ic daily) 
How a Theyght ſhould pur our Body in Motion, 
and another Thought ſtop ic again. Yet this we 
ſee done every day, though we know not How. 
And it is almoſt the ſame thing in other Ani- 
mals. And more yer, when an Angel aſſumes a 
Body. There arenone of theſe things we know, 
How ; and yec we know, they are done. | 
I ſhall pres this a little farcher. Our Sonl (we 
all believe) doth (afrer Death) continue to ex- 
it, in a ſeparate condition from the Body. And, 
I chink, we have reaſon to believe alfo, that ir 
will continue.ro Ac as an [Intelleftual Agent, 
(not to remain in a ſtupid ſenſleſs yuyomwrwyin) 
: Elſe 


(30 T 
Elſe | ſee not why bag ſhould deſire to depart, or 
Phil.r.21,23, - £0 be diſſolved, and to- be with Chriſt, 
* - Which is far better ; rather than to abide 
in Fleſh. For while he abides in the Fleſb, he 
hath ſome enjoyment of: Chriſt, (as well as an 
opportunity of doing} ſome Service) which is 
- more. deſirable, if when he is departed.,, he 
have none at all. And, how can he chentay , , 
T hat to Dye is gam? Whether the Soul thus 
ſeparated ſhall be ſaid to have a Subſz iſtence as 
well as fan Exiſtence; Or, whether it may 
be properly ſaid then, to be an intire Perſon ; 
(as the Soul and Body. are, before Death, and af- 
ter the Reſurreftion) I will not Diſpute, be- 
cauſe, that were to contend about Words, and 
ſuch Words ſo ſignify, as we pleaſe ro define 
them, and bear ſuch a Sence, as we pleaſe to put 
upon them. But it is (as the Angels are) an 
Intelle&ual, Spiritual Agent; and weule to ſay, 
Aftiones ſunt Suppoſitorum ; and Suppoſitum Ratios 
nale, is either a Perſon, or ſonear a Perſon, that 
it-would be ſo if men pleaſero call itſo. And 
the Spiritual Being, which doth now ſeparately 
| Exift, ſhall at the ReſurreRtion, reſume a Body 
into the ſame Perſonality with it ſelf, and ſhall 

. with-ir become one Perſon, as before Death it 


had been. 


Now 
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Now if a $piritual Immaterial Tntelle&ual 
Being, ſeparately exiſtent by ir ſelf, and ſepa- 
rately acting as an Intelleual Agent, may, at 
the ReſurreQion, aſſume or reaſſume a Mate- 
rial Corporeal Being (Heterogeneous to it ſelf) 
into the ſame Perſonality with ir ſelf, or lo aste 
become one Perſon with it, while yet it ſelf res 
mains Spiritual as before : What ſhould hinder 
(for it:is but one ſtep further) but that a Divine 
Perſon, may aſſume; Humanity, into the ſame 
perſonality with it ſelf, without ceaſing to bea 
Divine:Perſon as before it was ? '1f- it be/faid, 
That Perſon and Perſonality in the Sacred: Tri- 
nity, are not juft the ſame as what we ſo call in 
other caſes: It isgranted ; and by theſe words 
(which! are: but Metaphorical ) we mean' no 
' more, but fomewhat analogous thereunto; and 
which, ( becauſe of ſuch analogy) we ſo call, 
as knowing no better words to ule inſtead there- 
of : According: as we -uſe” the words, ' Father, 
Son, generate, beget, and the like, in a meraphori- 
cal ſence, when applied to God. For no words, 
borrowed from Created Beings, tan fignifie juſt 
the ſame when applied to God, as when they 
were applied to Men, :but fomewhar analogous 
thereunto. And if'the Soul (though we know 
not How) may and-do (at the Reſurrefion) 
716 K allume 
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affime a Body ſo as to become the ſame Perſon 
_ with it lelf hough neither. the Body be there- 
-by made a Soul, nor the Sonl a Body ; but xe- 
main. as before, that a Body, and, this Soul, 
though now united: into- one Perſon © ) Wh 
may not a Divine Perſon aſlume Humaaity, Fl 
to be. what is analogous to what we call a Per: 
fon ;: the-Humanity remaining Humanity, and 
the- Divinity remaining Diviaity, though both 
unitedin One Chriſt; chough we do-not parti- 
cularly know How > 
'We {hould-be ata —6 (to-anfver 
an' Atheiit, or one who. doth noc belitye the 
Scriptures). we were put to it, to tellhim, How 
God maderthe World > Of what:Matter?Wich 
what Tools of Engines 2 -or, How a Pure Spi- 
' Fit could produce Matter: where none was? He 
_ would tell us perhaps, Ex mibils nibil, in nibibon nil 
poſſe reverti; Where nothing is, nothing can be 
made: and what once is, (though '3t may be 
changed) can never become Nothing: And 
will © never believe the World was made, (but 
rather was from all Eternity) except we can 
tell him, How it was made. Now, if in this 
caſe, we may ſatisfie our ſelves (though per- 
haps it will not ſatisfie him)” by ſaying, God 
made it, but we know-not How: T _ 
| my 


C33) 
- fatizhe us here ; That Chriſt was Incare 
nate, (God and Man). we are; certain, .(for ſo 
the: Scriptare-doth afiureis, as well 'as,. That 
God made the World ;) \But; How God made 
the Worldz-'or, Howrche Son-of God aſſumed. 
Hurmanity', -wecanhettelt. Ner indeed 's it fir 
forus)ro enquire; farther than God is pleaſed to = 
make known ito us. All further h_ chis, are 
but the ſlubtile-Cob-webs of our Brain: Fine, 
but nor Strong) Wicey- ConjeRures, How; ha 
be; rather than a elear Refolacion, How it is... 

© Abother- Objedtion I have met with : 
which the Obje&ters muſt be contented. wich 
cheſame Anſwer; 5 Wetknow it-15,but weknow 
nor How, - It would'be endleſs for us, and too 
greata Curioſity, to'think-our Gives able fully 
ro explicate all the Hidden things'of God. The 
Obje&ion-is this : Since the Three Perſons can- 
not be Divided ; How is it poſſible, that One 
of thein'can Aﬀſame Humanity, and not the 0- 
ther ? And why the Second Perſon, and not the 
Firſt or Fhird ? 

As tothe'Queſtion, Why ? I ſay, It isſo, be« 
cauſe ſo it pleaſed God'; And he gt- 
veth not account of his Matters ; He is 
not accountable to us, why he ſo- willeth. 

As to the Queſtion; How is-t Poſlible 2.1 ſee 
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no difficulry in that at all. 'The Perſonsare/Di- 
ſtinguiſhed, though:nor Diuided.;.:Asjothe Di- 
vine | Attributes, - God's: Jitftice; and Merey are. 
 Diſtioguiſhable; though: in. God? they cannot 
be Diyided. And: accordingly, ſome things 
are {aid tobe. EfleQs of. his Juſtice; others of: his 
Mercy. -. Sa the. Power and: Will of: God (both 
which are. Individual from himſelf :) But when 
we ſay God-:is .Omnipotent,, 'we:do not. ſay he.is 
Qmitolent.\ He wills jadeed All things thas Are, 
(elſe.they could: not be) 'bur lie doth nor will all: 
things: Poſſible. And the like of other Attri- | 


, K cherefore, we do-but allow as great a Ni- 
ftinQtion berween the Perſons, as between the 
Attributes, (and certainly'itis not leſs, but ſome- 
what more,) there is no incongruity.in aſcribing 
the Incarnation to One. of. the Perſons, and not 
to the reſt. rh 22 Meng td yd | 

*Tis asked further, How I can accommodate 
this to my former Similitude, of a Cube and its. 
Three Dimenſions ; repreſenting a Poflibility 
of, Three Perſons, inone Deity. I ſay, Very ea- 
fily. For it- is very poſſible, for -one Face. of a. 
Cube, ſuppoſe the Baſe, (by. which I there re- 
preſented the Second .Perſon, as Generated of. 
the Father,) to admit a Foil, or. Dark Colour, 

be: while 
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while the Reſt of the Cube is Tranſparent ; ; 
without deſtroying the Figure of: the Cube,..or 

the Diſtinction of its Three Dimentions, which 
Colour is adyenticious. to the 'Chbe. - For the. 
Cube was perfe& without it, -and. is not de- 
troyed by.it. Which may fome way repreſent 
Chrift's FHuniliation. Who being Equal with God, 
was made Like unto Us, and took upon him the Form 
of a Servant, Phil. 2. 6, 7. 

\Sq that, upon.the whole Matter, hind is.no + 
Impoſſibility i in. the Do&tine:of the Incarnation, 
any more than in that of the Trinity. And, ſups 
poling them to be not Impoſlible ; it is not der 
nied but that they are, both of them, ſufficiently 
Revealed; and therefore to be Believed, if we 
believe the Scripture. And of the other Articles. 
in the Athanafian Creed, there is as lictle reaſon. 
to doubt. 

There is. therefore no juſt Exception, as to 
the Detlarative part of the Athanaſian Creed.And, 
as to the Damnatory part ; we have before ſhews 
ed, that itis no more ſevere, than other paſſages - 
in Scripture to the ſame purpoſe; and to be + 
underſtood with the like Mitigations as thoſe 
are. And, conſequently, that whole Creed, as 
hitherto, may juſtly be received. 

| 'Tis 
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"Tis true, there be ſome Expreffions in it, 
which, if I mm —_ "ira I ſhould 
:rhaps chuſe to leave our : But, being in, | 
wh te underſtood according to kick rap 
we may reaſonably-ſuppoſe to be intended, 
and: according to the Language of thoſe rimes 
When they. diduſe to: Anathematize great Er- 
rors, which they. apprehended to be DeftruQtive 
_ of the Chriſtian Faith,”as things of themſelves 
Damnable, if not Repented of.” And, I ſuppoſe, 
riomore'is here intended:;' nor of any:other Er- 
rors, than ſuch as are DeftruQtive of Fundamen- 
tals. LOS 


; Yours, 
Oxford, Oftob.28. | 
1690, 


Joby Walls, 


Poſtſcript. 
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POSTSCRIPT: 


November 15, 1690. 


THen this Third Letter was Printed, 
Y and ready to come abroad, I Ropped 
it a lice for chis Poſtſcript ; occaſioned: by a 
_ {mall Treatiſe which came-to my hands, with 
this Tile, Dr. Wallis's Letter, touching the _Do- 
FArine of the Bleſſed Traity, anſwered by his Friend. 
It ſeerns, I have more Friends abroad than I am 
aware 'of. - But, Who this Friendis; or whether 
he be a Frimd, I'do-not know. - It is toilet me 
underſtand, that a Newbbour of his, reputed a\So- 
cinian, is not convinced by it : But names ſome- 
Secinian Authors, who-endeayour to elude Scri- 
ptyres alledged for the Trinity, by putting ſome 
other ſence upon them. He might have named 
as many, if he pleaſed, who have (to better pur- 
) written againſt choſe Authors, in vindi- 
cation of the True ſence. And if he ſhould Re- 
peat. what Thoſe have ſaid on the one fide ; 
and 1, ſay over again, what Thoſe have faid ro 
ene 


of it. 

But he knows very well, That was not the 
buſineſs of my Letter, to: diſcourſe the whole 
Controverſie at large, i(either as to the' Eyi- 
dence, or as to the Antiquity, of the Doctrine.) 
For this I had fer afide at firſt, (as done by o- 
thers, to whom 1 did refer: ) and confined my 
Diſcourſe to this ſingle Point, That there is no 
Impoſſebility (which is the Socmians great Obje- 
ion) but that What in one confideration is 
(Three, may in another conſideration be One. 
 And-if I have ſufficiently evinced this, ( as 
I think I have; and I do not find that he 
denies it;) I have then done what I there un- 
dertook. And, in fo doing, have:removed the 

preat Objefion; which the Socinians would caſt 
' in-our way : and, becauſe of which, they think 
themſelves obliged to ſhuffle off other Argu- 
| ments or this -pretence.. - Now (whether he 
pleaſe to call this a Metaphyſick, or Hathema- 
tick Lefure,) certain it is, that there are Three 


diſtint Dimenſ1ons (Length, Breadth, and Thick- 


neſs) in One Cube. And, if it beſo in Corporeals, 
there is no pretence of reaſon, why in Spiricuals 
'* ſhould be thought Impoſiible, that there be 
-+rce Somewhat's which are but Qne God. And 
Aw, | theſe 
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the other fide ; we ſhould make a long work - 
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theſe Somewhat 5, <ill he'can- furniſh ns with' a 
better name, we are content to call Perſons, 
(which is. the Scripture word, Heb.1.3.) Which 
word we own to be but Metaphotical, (not ligs 
nifying juſt the ſame here, as when applied to 
men,) as alſo are the words, Father, Son, Generate, 
Begot, 8&&c. when applied to God. And morethan 
chisinced not be faid, to Juſtifie what there Ll ug- 
dertook to defend. '* * | 
- Now 'cis eafie for him (if he-fo pleaſe) to 
burleſque chis,- or turn-tt to rilicule, (as it is, /art 


themoſt Sacred things of God ;) Vit notſo ſa E. 


Ludere cam Sacris. *The Sacred Trinity. (be it as 
it will) ſhonld by us be uſed with more Reve- 
rence, than to make Sport of it. | 

'I might hereend; without fa) ing' more. " Bui 
becaufe he ts pleaſed: to make ſome Excurſions; 
befide the Buſineſs which I tindertook to prove, 
(and whictrhedoth not deny; ;)1 will follow him 
in ſome of them.” © - 

He finds fault with the Similicade [ brought, 
( though . very proper to prove whar it was 
brought for,) as too high a Speculation for the 
poor Labourers in the'Comitry, and the Tankard-bea- 
rers in London. | And therefore (having a mind 
ro be'pleaſant) he adviſeth rather (as a more fan 


miliar Parallel): ro put” it _ I Mary, take thee 


| Perex 


hl I res IF oo SE eo re. 


(49) 


Peter James and John for my wedded Fluchand,&c. 


(thinking this, 1 ſuppoſe, to be. Witty.) And 
truly (ſyppoſing Peter, James, and Joby, tq be 
the ſame Magn,) it. is not much amiſs... Bur I 
conld tell him, with a little alteration, (if rheir 
Mafeſties will giye .me leave to make as bald 
wich. their, Names, as he doth with ghe Names 
of. Chriſt's Mother, ang of his chree Diſciples 
which were with him in the. Mqouat at his 
Transfiguration , Math. 17. 1.). it were not 
ablurd to ſay, 1 Mary, take thee Henry William 
Naflaw ; without making him to be three Men, 
or three Husbands ; . and. withaut putting her 
upon any difficulty (as is luggelicd) How to 


. diſpoſe of her Conjugal Aﬀettion, And, when 


the Lords and Commons declared Him to be 
King of England, France, and Ireland; they did not 
mtend, by alotting him three diſtin&t-Kingdoms, 
to make him three Men. And: when, for/qur 
Chancellor, we made choice of James, Duke, 


Marqueſs and Earl of Ormond; though he had 


three diſtin&t Dignities, he was not therefore 
three Men, nor three Chancellors. And when 
Tully ſays *, Suſtineo unus tres perſonas ; 


*--2 de Orat, A Ls h s 
meam, adverſaru,' judicis ; which is. in 
) 1J | 


' Engliſh, (thar the 'Tankard-bearer may under- 


Rand it,) 1 bring ane and the ſame han, dv ſuſtain 


ree 


CP 
Three Perſons; that of Myſelf, that of my Adverſary, 
and that of the Judge : He did not become three 
Mm; by {uſtaining chree Perſons. And! (inthis 
Anſwer to my Letter) the Friend and-liis Neighb 
bour, may (for. ought I know) be the ſame Man, 
though he ſuſtain T'wo-Perfors.: 'And, lhope, 
ſome of theſes Reſemblances;\may be ſo:plain;:und 
ſo famikar, as that Hr and hir Tankardebekrer may 
apprebend chem: and thence perceive, It is not 
Impoſſible that Three: may be One. ' For 'if 
(amorig-ns)o one: Muy-may :4uftain three: Perſons, 
Corfu being thieaMen,). Why/ ſhould: ic be 
thought incredible; that chree Divine-Perſons may 
be one God? (as well cas thoſe: three other Per- 
ſons be ons Mar ) © Nor-need bie the leſs. bei 
lieve'ir for Taving'(as-rhls Anſwerer faggeſts) 
been taught: it's bis Catechiſm; 106"'{as Timothy did 
che Setiptures)- know it from 4 Childs Buc-b would 
not- have' him then to''cel nid] che Father is 
Dake; "ip Son's Hurqucſr)%h-Hvlf Ghoſt an 
Earl,*- (aecorditip as hes pleafedito prevaricate 
pon'the Lenigehy Bieadth and' Thickneſs of iis 
Cube) Bbctnis rather,” 'Thas GoSthe Cres 
tor; God/the' Redetrmef,: and!Godvelie Santis 
fer, ir&rh?2 fame God,'5 Thar God the Creator is 
Omnipotent and Allſufficient ; that God the>Re# 

demer is ſo too; and God the SanRifier like- 
Fin | wiſe. 
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wiſe. That God the Creator is to be Loved with | 
all-our Heart ; and ſoGod the Redemier;and God. 
che Sanlikict. Andithen therb will. be; abate 
diry-id allichiss 14rd £70: (19339) ver: 64: | 
As to: wha he (ays;..that' 41 people. Fh hoe 
reaſon lenoigh;to undeſtaud. Numbers, know the di 
ferencechttyweenOne,:cond More: thaji, agp:3\:h mi 
reply ;) That all-peaple:who:can acl}l;Menyg 
know thaz Three-Greats-are but Ons:Shuling,' and 
Tow Noblesare One Pound; ——_ CON” 
nis'Three; may in 'C FALIQN' 
007 me 'Which,: "8 ;itlogk:hke: a Alight/Ap? 
iprer, is\yet ſufficient to ſuch ar Argument. - me 
. He tells meſorgewhat.of Dr, Sherlock, (wheres 
ied atn' not -obnceracdy)); and foamewhat:of :thet 
Brief Hiſtoryof the Uritarians $1:4-of whigh his 
Neighbour :gives-the Friend «' Copy;:) But he 
doth aor:tell me; as hemight,: lagdtherckere, F| 
tell; birm):-that Dx: Sherlock hath ceonfured that. 
Kiiftdry.. Bur: Dr. Sherlock wp nothing! contra» 
ry 0: whack-defand-: Fos-iif- there.be luch Di- 
Gin&ion Chetween Apr Shace: Perſons) as.;he | 
«they ar: Jeaft,rchere -igia. iltioaion 
(whielt is'what)I' afirm,-withopr ſaying) how. 
_ great itiS3 »Mion doth he any. hors vogrſberd 
$o be-oup Gods - TIT As nh ©4206 1rgrel) 
Si FRI092 16 re 53 ke 3 1,3 7007 01 2f- 15m 


5}; a7. 


dar * 


. publiſhed toche World an;Account hereof, (and 
—_ >," 
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He tells me a ſtory of ſomebody, who, in a 
publick Diſputation art Oxford, maintaining a 
Theſis againſt the Socinians, was baffled. by. his Op+ 
ponent. Whom, or when, he;means, I do no 
know ; and ſo ſay nothing to'it : But, that I 
may not be in his debt for a ſtory, I ſhall tell 
him anocher,- which. will:be at leaſt as much to 
the purpole as his. Ir is, of their-grear friend, 
Chriſtophorus Chriſtephori Sandius, a diligent pro- 


 moter of the Socinian Cauſe. He printed/a La- 


tin Theſis or Diſcourſe. againſt the Divinity 'of 
the Holy Ghoſt, which he calls Problem Para- 
doxum de Spiritu Sanfto, with a general Chal- 
lenge to this purpoſe, Ht ſiquis in tato Orbe erudito- 
rum forte ſit, qui dotrna mags polleat,. quam quibuſs 
cum haftenus fit collocutus, ea legat qug 4 ſe publice 
fmt edita argumenta, - ſeque errare moneat, ac reftius 
ſentire doceat. -\, Heteuppn,: Wittichius. accepts. the 

Challenge, and '-writes; againſt Sandup. - To 
which Sandius anſwers, (raking in another as a 
partner wich him in.che Diſputation.). And Wit- 
dkbins, replies And. that with ſo' good ſygecels, 
hat Sandins.. and 'his.)partner.,, acknowledged 
themſelves to be convinced by it, and to change 
their. Opinion. This happenings bur-a little be- 
fore Sandius his death ; His. Partner (ſurviving) 
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of Sandins declaring, before his death; that he 
was ſo convinced,) in a Letter of Thanks to 
Wittichins for it. What Sandius would have done 
further, if he had lived a little longer, we cannot 
tell. That of Wittichius bears this Title , Caſa 
Spirits Sanfti, Perſone Diving, ejuſdem cum Patre 
& Filio eſſentie, (contra C. C. S. Problema Para- 
doxum,) aſſerta & defenſa, *a Chriſtophoro Wittichio. 
Lugduni Batavorum apud Arnoldum Donde, 1678. 
The Letter of Thanks bears this Title, Epiſtola 
ad D. Chriſtophorum Gittichium Profeſſorem Lugdu- 
nenſem ; ua gratie ei habentur pro eruditiſſamis ip» 
fins in Problema de Spiritu Sanfto Animadver ſtnibus : 
Scripta a Socio Authoris Problematis Paradoxi : 'Per 
."qutas errores ſus rejicere coattus eſt. Colonie, apud Jo- 
annem Nicolai. 

| He takes it unkindly, that I charge it upon 
-ſome of the Sociians that though they' do- not 
think fit direQly to reject the Scriptures, yer 
think themſelves obliged to put ſuch a forced 
ſence upon them, as to make them ſ1gnifie ſome- 
what elſe. And tells me of ſome Socinians, who 
have ſo great a reſpe&ifor the Scriptures, as to 
fay that the Scripture contains nothing that is repug- 
- nant to manifeſt Reaſon ; and that what doth not 4» 
gree with Reaſon, hath no place in Divinity, &c.- But 
this is ſtill in 'order to' this Inference; That 


there-_ 
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therefore what they think not agreeable to Rea- 
ſon, muſt not be thought to be the ſence of 
Scripture : and cherefore that they muſt pur 
{ach a Force upon the Words, how great loevyer, 
as to make them comply with cheir ſence. If he 
except againſt the words, how great a Force ſoever, 
as too hard an Expreſſion of mine : They are 
Socinus's own words, (in his Epiitle to Balcero- 
vius, of January 30. 1581.) Certe contraria fenten- 
tia adeo mibi & abſurda © pernicioſa (pace Auguſti- 
ni, &c. dixerim). efſe videtur, ut Quantacunq; Vis 
potins Pauli verbis fu adbibenda, quam ea admittenda. 
That is, The contrary Opinion ( with Auguſtin's 
leave, and others of bis mind) ſeems to me ſo abſurd and 
pernicious, that we muſt rather put a Force, how great 
ſoever, upon Paul's words, thawadmt it. 

And, as to the ſuſpicion I had of ſome of 
their Sentimeats, as to Spiritual Subſiſtences, (that 
it may not appear to be groundleſs) He doth 
(in his Epiſt. 5. ad Pokelium) ablolutely deny, that 
the Soul after death doth ſub/i5t ; and adds expreſly, 

 Oftendi me entire ---- non ita vivere poſt hominis ip 
feus mortem, ut per ſe premiorum panarumve Capax 
fit : that is, chat the Soul after death doth not ſubſiſt 5 
nor is in a capacity of bemg, by it ſelf, rewarded or pus 
niſhed. And how he can then think it an Tntel- 
ligent Being, 1 do not fee. St. Paul, it lezms; 
| WAS 
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was of another mind, when he had a defire to be 
diſſolved (or depart hence) and to be with Chriſt, as 
being far better for him, than to abide in the fleſh, 

Phil.1.23,24. And willing rather to be- abſent from 
the body, and preſent with the Lord, 2 Cor. 5. 8. 
Now | do not underſtand the adyantage of his 
being with Chriſt, or being - preſent -with the Lord ; 
it he were then to be in a ſenſleſs condition, not 
capable ot pain or pleaſure, puniſhment or re- 
ward. 

In Epiſt. 3. ad Dudithium, we have theſe words, 
Unuſquiſq; ſacre Scripture ex fuo ipſins ſenſu Inter- 
pres : -eaq; que fibiſic Axrident pro veris admittere de 
bet ac tenere,licet univerſus terrarum Orbis in alia onnia 
iret, "That is, Every one 1s to interpret Scripture ac- 
 cerding to his- 6wn ſeſtce : and what ſo ſeems Plea- 
fing to him, he is to imbrace and maintain, though al! 
the World be againſt it. 

_ *Gocinus, in his Tract, de Eccleſia, pag. 244- 
ſays thus, Non attendendum quid homines doceant 
ſentiantve, vel antebac docuerint aut ſenſerint, quicung; 
ill tandem, aut quotcunque, fint aut fuerint. Which 
is pretty plain. I am not (ſays he) to regard what 
other men do teach or think, or have before now tailght 
or thought; whoſoever, or how many ſoever, they be or 
have been. And if his whoſoever are not here to 


be extended to the Sacred Writers; he tells us 
Bo of 
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of them elſewhere, Ego quidem,. etiamſi non Jemtl,' 
fed ſepe, id in acris monimentis ſcriptum-extaret, 
non idcirco tamen ita rem. prorſus ſe habere crederem« 
Soc. de Jeſu Chriſto ſervatore, Par. 3. cap. 6: 
Operum Tom. 2. p. 204. As for me (faith he) 
though it were to be found written in the Sacred Moni- 
ments, not once, but many times, T would not yet for 
all that believe it ſo to be. And a little before, in 
the ſame Chapter, (having before told us, that 
he thought the thing Impoſſible,) he adds, Cum 
ea que fieri non poſſe aperte conſtat, divinis etiam ora- 
culis ea fafta fuiſſe in ſpeciem diſerte atteſtantibus, nes 
uaquam admittantur ; & idcirco ſacra verba, in alis 
um ſenſum quam ipſa ſonant, per inuſitatos etiam tropos 
quandoq; explicantur. That is, When it doth plainly 
appear, (or when he thinks ſo, whatever all the 
World think beſide) that the thing cannot be ; then, 
though the Divine Oracles do ſeem expreſly to _-_ i, 
it muſt not be admitted : and therefore the Sacred 
Words are, even by unuſual Tropes, to be interpreted to 
another ſence than what they ſpeak. Which Say- 
ings are, I think, full as much as I had charged 
him with. | 75 
And if theſe Inftances be not enough, I could 
give him more of like nature. But I ſhall conclude 
this with one of a later date : at a Publick Diſpu- 
tation at Franeker , Octob. 8. 1686. where (as 
G | monegſt 
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mongſt others.) : this Theſis was maintained ; 
Scripture divinitatem non aliunde quam ex Ratione ads 
firui poſſe ; Eoſq; Errare, qui aſſerere ſuſtinent , Si 
Ratio aliud quid nobis diftaret quam Scriptura, buic 
potius ef$ credendum. And when Ulricus Huberus 
(becauſe ic was not publickly cenſured, as he 
thought it deſerved to be) did oppoſe it in 
Word and Writing ; the fame was further aſ- 
ſerted, in Publick Diſputations, and in Print, by 
two other Profeſſors in Franeker, in Vindication 
of that former Theſis ; that, If Reaſon do diftate 
to #us-any thing otherwiſe than the Scripture doth ; It is 
an Error to ſay, that, in ſuch caſe, -we are rather to 
believe the Scripture. An account of the whole is 
to be ſeen at large in a Treatiſe entituled, Urici 
Eluberi,, Supreme Friftorum Curie ex-ſenatoris,, De 
| Concur ſu Rationis & Scripture Liber. Franaker# apud 
Hen. Amama & Zachar. Txdama, 1687, And 
a -Breviate of it in the Lipſick Tranſaftions for the 
Month of 4ugu/t, 1687. And, after this, I hope 
this Anſwerer will not think me too ſevere in 
charging ſuch Notions on ſome of the Socintans, 
while yet (1 ſaid) 1 was ſo charitable as to think dis 
vers of them were better minded. 

But what ſhould make him ſo angry at what 
I ſaid of Gueſſmg, 1 cannot imagine. That there 
# a Diſtinion between the Three, we are ſure ; (this 


[ had 
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[ had ſaid before, and the Anſwerer now fays» 
It is ſo.) But not ſuch as to make three Gods 3 (this 1 | 
had ſaid alſo, and the Anſwerer ſays Jo too.) 
That the Father is ſaid to Beget, the Sonto''be Bev 
gotten, and the Holy Ghoſt to Proceed, 1 had ſaid allo, 
(and I ſuppoſe he will aot deny,) becauſe thus ' 
the Scripture tells us. (And whatever elfethe Scris 
re tells us concerning ir, I readily accept} 
Buc if it be further asked, (beyond FI the 
Scripture teacherh,) as, for inſtance, What this 
Begetting is, or, How the Father doth Beget his only | 
begotten Son ; This I ſay, we do not know, (atleaft 
I do not) becauſe this, {chink the Scripture doth 
not tell us ; (and of this cherefore I hope this 
Gentleman will give me 1{eave #0 be 1gnorant : ) 'Cer- 
tainly it is not ſo as when one Man begets ano- 
ther; bur How it is, I cannot tell. And if. I 
ſhould fer my thoughts awork, (as ſome others 
have done, and each according to his own ima- 
gination) to GueſS or Conjecture, How perhaps it 
mey be ; I would not be Poſitive, That juſt ſo it 
: Becaule I can but Gueſs or Conjecture, I can- 
- not be jure of it. (For I think it is much the ſame 
_ as ifa man born Blind, and who had never ſeen, 
ſhould employ his Fancy tro think, What kind 
of ching is Light-or Colour: of which it would 
be -hard for him to have a clear and certain 
G:3 | _. + Yard, © 
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Hea,)- Andif this Gentleman pleaſe to look over 
it again, I ſuppoſe he will ſee, thathe had no 
cauſe to -be: ſo angry, that I ſaid; We' can but 
Gueſs herein, at what the Scripture 'doth not teach 
{That the Socmians have ſet their Wits awork 
to find out other Subſidiary Arguments and E- 
vations againft the Trinity, beſide that of its 
Inconſiſtence with Reaſon, I do not deny : But 
That is the-Foundation, and -the reſt are but 
Props. And if they admit, that there isin it no 
Inconſiſtence with Reaſon; they would eaſily 
. anſwer all.the other Arguments themſelves. 

I thought not to-meddle with any of the 
Texts on either {ide ,, becauſe it is beſide the 
/ Scope which I propoſed, when I confined my 
Diſcourſe to that ſingle Point, of its not being 
Impoſiible or Inconſiſtent with Reaſon : and 
did therefore ſet aſide other Conſiderations, as 
having been ſufficiently argued by others, for 
more than an Hundred Years laſt paſt. But ha- 
ving already followed him in ſome of his Ex- 
curſions, I ſhall briefly conſider the two ſig- 
nal places which he ſingles out as ſo mainly. 
Clear. ; 

In the pong of them, John 17. 3. This is 
_ bfe eternal ,\ that they might know thee the only true 
| . . God, 


+ 
ns 
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.. God, and Jeſus Orif whom thou haſt ſent ; bickd 
a Fallac -upon us : which-perbaps he. did mat- 
ſee himſelf, or at leaft hoped wewould:noiifee 
it. | And'therefore I defiretiimito conlider, that 
it 1s not faid Thee-only to: be the true-God ; but 
Thee, the only true God. > And lo ih the Greek ; 
itis not 9:49 +, but 9! * prov adnvivoy Ocoy. The 
Reſtrictive #5, only, is not annexed to Thee, but 
to God, To know Thee to be the only true 
Ged;; that is, to be that God, beſide! which 
God, there is no other true:God. And Weſay 
thelike alſo, That the Father is that God, beſide 
which there-is no other true God : and lay, the 
Son is alſo (not another God, but) the ſame 
only true God. Andif thoſe words, ty yoo 
oowol os * pgvoy env Ogoy, x; oy amiriNas Inozv yercey; 
ſhould be thus expounded, 'To know Thee to be the 
only true God z,and whom thou haſt ſent, Jeſus Chriſt,(to- 


be the ſame only true God-; ): repeating imo KaLye, 
thoſe words * wv» eArvwmr.05r; he would: not 


like that interpretation ; but both the Words 
and the Sence will very- well bear it, (without 
ſuch Farce as they- are fain'to put- upon. many 
other places.) - Or it, without ſuch. repetition, 
we take this to-be. the ſcope of the place; To 
ſer forth the two great Points of the Chriſtian 
Religion, or Way to Eternal Life ; That there: 

« , 4H: 
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is bat one true God (though in that Godhead there 
be :three-Perſons, as el(ewhere appears,). in vp- 
poſicion-to:the:mary:Gods 'bf+the Heathen :- ag 
the Dofrine' of Redemption, by Jes Chriſt, 
whom God hath'fent, (of which\the Heathen were 
noraware: )): che fefice js very plain.': And no- 
thibg- init (6ulear;-as he would have.us think, 
- .apainſt the Trinity ; but all very conſiſtent with 
it; | 
. > And-the ſame Anſwer-ſerves-to- His :other 
place, 4 Cor. 8. 6. 'But | to-vis there is but; ont:Gol, 
the Father, of whom are all things, and we in him, (or 
For bim':?) and one Lord Jeſus Chrit, by whom are all 
things, and we by bn. Fot here alſo One God may 
be referred >wow, both tothe Father (if here ta» 
ken as a diſtin& perſon) and to the Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt-: Or, without that, it 1s manifeſt, that One 
God'is here putin oppoſition (nor to the plurali- 
ty of Perſoris, as we call them, in One Deity ; 
but) to the many Gods among the Heathen: and 
-our one Saviour, againſt their many Savionrs. As is 
manifeſt, if we take the whole context together; 
Te know that an Idol is nothing im the World : and that 
there is no other God but one, For though there be that 
_ are called Gods, whether in Heaven or in Earth, (as 
ithere be Gods many, and Lords many: ) But to us 
'  Yhiveis bitt one Godhe Father, of whom are all things, 


and 
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and we im bim;, andone Lerd Jeſus Chriſt, hy whom are 
all things, and we by bim, Ver, 4, 5,6. Where ic 
is evident, that the {cope of the place is, not to. 
ſhew either how the Perſans (as. we call them) 
or how the Attributes of that One God are dis 
Ringuiſhed amongſt themſelves : Bur to (er our- 
One God (who is the. Father or Maker of all 
chings,) in oppoſition to the Many Gods of: the 
Idolatrous World :| and: our One Saviour or Re- 
deemer, againſt their Many Saviours. Indeed, if | 
we ſhould ſet up our Jeſus Chriſt to be. anatber 
God, the Text would be againſt us ; bur: not 
when we own him for the jams God. So that 
here is nothing clear in either place (as he pre- 
tends) againſt Chriſt's being the Jame God with + 
the Father. | < j | 

Bur in'that-other place of Jobn 1. (which he - 
labours- to elude): the evidence for it doth fo - 
Rare him in the face, that if he were not- (as he - 
ſpeaks) Wilfully- blind, (or-did.-Wink very hard) 
he mult needs -ſee it. , : br the beginning was, the 
Word ; and the Word- was-with, God ; . and the Ward 
| Was God. The ſame was inthe beginning with God, 

{l things were made by him ; - and without him was not 
any thing made that was made. In him was life, and the 
life was the light of men, (Ver. t, 2, 3, 4-) He was 
in the World ; and the World was made by him ; and 
the - 
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the World knew bimnot. He came unto bis own, and 
his own received him not- But to as many'as :yeceived 
bim, he gave power -(ox right, or privilege, ) to be- 
come 'the ſons of God, even to them that believe on his 
Name, (Ver. 10, 11,13.) - And the Word was made 
fleſh, and dwelt among us ; and we beheld .his glory, 
the glory as of the only begotten of the Father ; full of 
grace and truth,' (Ver. 1 4-) * | Why he ſhould not 
think-chis very clear, is very ſtrange, if he were 
not ſtrangely prepoſleſled. Unleſs he think no- 
thing clear, but ſuch as no man can cavil a- 
gainſt. But there can hardly be any thing ſaid 
ſo'clearly, but that ſome or other (if they liſt 
to be contentious) may cavil at it, or pur a for- 
ced ſence upon it. For thus the whole DoCctrine 
of Chriſt, when himſelf ſpake it, (and he ſpake 
as clearly, as he thought fit.to ſpeak,) was ca- 
villed at. And himſelf tells us the reaſon of it, 
Fatth. 13. 14,15. and Jeh.12.37, 38, 39, 40. 
and after him St. Paul, As 28. 26. and Rom. 
11. $. Not for want of clear Light, but becauſe 
they ſhut their eyes. In Jobn 2. it is thus, But 
though he had done ſo many miracles before them, yet 
they believed not on bim : That the ſaying of Eſaias the 
Prophet might be fulfilled, which be ſpake ; Lord, who 
hath believed our report ? and to whom hath the arm of 
the Lord been revealed? Therefore they could not be- 
lieve 
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lizve ; becauſe Eſaias faid again, He hath Minded 
their eyes and hardened their beart', that they ſhould 
not ſee with their eyes,- nor underſtand with their heart, 
and be. converted, and I ſhowd heal them. Thefe things 
ſaid Eſaias, when he ſaw his 'gloty and: ſpake-of-'bim. 
And thus in Hatth 13. Hearing: ye ſhall bear 
and ſhall not underſtand, and ſeeing ye ſhall: ſee 'and 
ſhall not percerve. ' For this peoples: Rvh waxed oo 
and their ears are dull of -bearing; "and their eyes 
have cloſed; leſt at any-time they ſhould ſee with their 
eyes, and hear with their ears, and underſtand with their 
heart, and ſhould be-converted, and-F ſhould heal them, 
So that'tis no argument of a place or do@rine's 
not being clear, becauſe prejudiced perſons are 
able. to pick cavils at it, or Pura forced ſence 
upon it: $5; 59 AMY fg + 

Bur let us ſee ak theſe a are. This 7 
confeſs (faith he) were to the purpoſe, if by the term 
Word could be meant (he ſhould: rather have faid, 
be meant) nothing elſe but a pre-exiſting perſon ; and: 
by the term God, nothing but God Almighty the Greas 
tor of Heaven and Earth ; ; and if taking thofe terms 
in thoſe ſences aid not make St. John write Nonz 
ſence. | 

Now in reply to this, I firſt take exception 
ro that phraſe, if it could be meant of nothing elſe. - 
For if his meaning be this, fr no Caviller can ſtart 


op 
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ap awbtber ſenct,-right or Wrong : \ this is no fair play, 
| For hardly can any ching beſo plain, but that 
ſomebody may find @ pretence<o cavil at-it, | It 
is enough for-us\thereforej if it be thus meant ,with- 
out ſaying, it.is impoſlible to-put a forced ſence 
upon it; But this:-would have ſpoiled hisdefign, 
in muſtering up a«great many forced ſences ; 
not that--he-thinks them £0. be! true; (for ſurely 
they be nor allcrue 3+ and 1 think-none'of them 
are) nor telling us which he will Rick to ; but 
only that he: may caſt a miſt 3. and then tell: us 
(which is 'all-chat he concludes-upon it) ehe place 
i abſcure, he knows not what to:make. of it. - 
Bur when the Miſt is blown off, and we look 
upon the Words theraſelyes, they ſeem plain 
enough, as to all the Points he mentions. The 
"Word which was with Ged, and was God; and by 
whom the World was made, and-which was made fle 
and dwelt umonigit us, and we ſaw bis glory, and of 
whom Jobn bare witneſs ;. muſt needs be a Perſon ; 
and can be no' other than our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 
who was born of the Virgin ary. And this 
Word, which was m the beginning, and by whom 
the World was made , muſt needs have been -pre- 
exiſtent before he was ſo born. - And this Word, 
which was. with God (the trie God) and was. 
God, and by whom the World was made, and who 
| TZ Is 
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is one with the Father, (Joh. ro:/30Jcand* mbois 
over all, God blefſed for ever, (Rom. 9 5.) iis no.0e 
ther God than God Almighty, Creator of Heaven 
and Earth,) Aad .this:plaim» ſence the. words 
bear, without any force put upon them With- 
outany Incoherence, Inconfiftence, or Contras 


diction'; {@v':that rhey do not agree with the. 


Sxcmian Doctrine And there! is no other way 
to avoid it; but: what Socnus'advilech in another 


caſe , Quantacunque Vis verbis adbiberida ; \putting 4 


Force upon the words, ino matter how'great, to make 
—— \ L-2848 £4. ppepy our _— b- Pry. = — — eye — 

* What we render mo , (in Rom.g.5.) is in the Greek,not 
5; #51, but 3 dy, (he that Ts, ) which in Rev. 1. 4. (nl $8 6&1, &C.) 
. andeiſewhere, is uſed 8s a peculiar Name or Title proper ta 
God Almighty z and anſwers to A 4, Exod. 3. 14. 1 AM 
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bath ſent me unto you (Of the ſame import with Fab and Fe- 


hovah.) And what is ſaid of God indefinitely, (without re. 
ſpect to this or that Perſon in the Godhead) at Rev. 1, 4. (for 
Chriſt in particular is contradiſtinguiſhed, Yer. 5.) dd 538 


av, x; 6 nv, x, 6 {gxbuer@r, (from him that Is, and was, and i to 


come.) is at Ver. 8. applied in particular to Chriſt, 7 am Al- 
pha and Omega, the beginning and the end, ſaith the Lord, which 
IS, and was, and is to come, the Almighty, Which cloſeth the 
deſcription of Chriſt, that begins at Yer. 5. And that, by the 
Lord, is here meant Chriſt, is evident from the whole context, 
_ Ver. 11,13, 17,18, and the whole Second and Third Chap- 

ters. And ſo the deſcription of Chriſt, Rom.s. 5. « & & 


Tat) Osds evnoynlds els Ths diovas, Apiy, IN Its full Emphaſis, - 


is thus, that BEING over all, (or, the Supreme Beigg) God 
bleſſed for ever, (or the ever bleſſed God) Amen. And there 
will be need of Socinw?s Expedient, (quantacunque Vis Pauls 
verbis adhibenda)) to make it ſignihe any other God, than God 
Almighty, the Creator of Heaven and Earth. Jo 
2 them, 
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them, not toſignifie, what they plainly do.- Or 
elſe to ſay, (which is his laſt refuge) that St. John 


writes Nonſence. : 


- But ler hin then conſider, Whether this do 
Grndait of that reſpe& which he would haye.us 
think- they have for the Holy Scripture 3: and 
whether we haye not reaſon to.{ulpat the. con- 
trary of ſome of them. And, Whether. we have 
not reaſon to complain of their putting a forced 


ſence. upon plain words,” to make them comply | 


with. their Do&trine. And laſtly, Whether it 


| be not manifeſt, that the true Bottom of their 


averſion from the Trinity (whatever other ſub- 
ſidiary Reaſons they may alledge) is, becauſe 
they think ic Nonſence, or not agreeable with 
their Reaſon. (For, ſet this aſide, and all the 
reſt is plain enough ; "bur, becauſe of this, they 
(cruple not to pur the greate#t force upon Scris 
pture.) Nor is there any other pretence of 
Nonſence in the whole Diſcourſe, ſave that he 
thinks the Do&trine of the Trinity to be Non- 
ſence. So that the whole Controverſie with 
him, turns upon this ſingle Point, Whether there 
be ſuch Impoſſibility or Inconſiſtence , as is pre- 
tended. 

That of 1 Jobn 5. 7. There be three that bear 


record in Heaven, the Father, the Word, and the Holy 


Ghoſt ; 


AN e019, 


- > DES Fa a PF S/n, 


(59). 


Ghoſt ; and theſe Three are One © 1s wanting, he 


ſays, in ſome Copies. Andit is fo; (and ſoare 
ſome whole Epiſtles wanting in ſome Copies). 
But we will-not for that quit the place. For 
we have great reaſon to think ic genuine. If 
this difference of Copies happened art firſt by 
chance (upon an overltght in the Tranſcriber) 
in ſome one Copy, (and thereupon. in all that - 
were tranſcribed from thence;) it is much 
more likely for a Tranſcriber to leave out a line 


or two which is in his Copy, than-to put in'a 


line or two which is not. Andif it were upon 
deſign, it is much more likely that the Arians 
ſhould purpoſely leave ic out, (in ſome of their 
Copies) than the Orthodox foiſt it in. ' Nor was 
there need- of ſuch fallification ; fince & er, 
concludes as ſtrongly, as to a Plurality of per- 
ſons, (and of the Son. in particular ; which was 
the chief controverlie with the Arians ; ) as &» «a 
doth as to all the Three. And, I think, it is ci- 
ted by Cyprian, in his Book De unitate Ecclefie, be- 
fore the Arian Controverſie was on foot. And 
therefore, if it were done delignedly (and not by 
chance)it ſeems rather to be razedout by theArians, 
than thruſt in by the Orthodox. And the Language of 


this in the Epiſtle, ſuirs ſo well with that of the 


ſame: Author in his Goſpel, that it” is a ſtrong. 
pre- 
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ike better) and taken to denote the Dedication 
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preſumption, that they ate both from- the fame 
Pen. The Word, in 1 fobn 5. 7. agrees ſo well 
with the Word in Fohi 1. ( and'1s peculiar to 
'St. John: ) and» < in 1 John 5.7. with  #0psy 
in Joby 10. 20. (theſe three are One, with T and the 
Father are One) that I do not ar all doubt ics be- 
ing genuine. And that Evaſion of his, theſe three 
are one, that is, one in teftimony., will have no 
pretence in. the other place, where there is no 
diſcourſe of Teſtimony at all : but and the Fq- 
ther are One; ( mum ſumus) muſt be One Thing, 
One in Being, One in Eſſence. For fo Adjectives 
in the Neuter Gender, put without a Subſtan- 
tive, do uſually ſignifie both in Greek and La- 
tin : and there muſt be: ſome manifeſt reaſon 
to the contrary, that ſhoald*induce us to put a- 
nother ſence upon them. ; 
The other place, Matth. 28. 19. Baptizing 
them im (or into) the Name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt ; is not fo flight an 
evidence as he would make it. For whether 


= eis m 9vpg (not #5 mo9pam) be rendred in the 


Name, and taken to denote the joint Authoricy 
of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, admitting the 


J.. perſon baprized into the Chriſtian Church: Or, 


into the Name, (which this Anſwerer ſeems to 


of 
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of the perſon baptized to the /joint Service or 
Worſhip of Father, Son; and. Holy Gholt ; (Bap- 
tilm it ſelf being allo a part of Divine Worſhip:) 
They are all conjoined ; either, as in joint Au- 
thority ; or as joint Objects of the lame Religi- 
ous Worſhip; and, for ought appears;: in the 

ſame Degree. And:Socinus himalelf doth allow, 
the Son-to be Worſhipped with Religious Wor- 
ſhip; as 4doration, and Iavocation; as Lawlul at. 
leaſt, ifnot Necellary. Now whenthis Anſwe- 
rer tells us of the Firſk Commandment, Thou 
ſhalt have no other God but me, (the God of Iſrael; ) 
He might as well have remembred that of 
Chriſt, Matth. 4. 10. Thos ſhalt worſhip the Lord 
thy God, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve. And there- 
foreNince Socinus (and other of his followers) 
do allow Chriſt to be Worſhipped , they muſt 
allow him to be God, even the- God of 1/rael.. 
And I am miſtaken if he be not exprelly called, 
the Lord God of Tjrael. Luke 1. 46. Many of .the 
children of Tjrael ſhall be (John the Baptiſt) twrn - 
to the Lord their God ; for be ſhall go before Him in - 
the ſpirit and power of Elias, &c. Now he before 
whom John the Baptiſt was to go in the ſpirit and 
power of Elias, is agreed to be our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt ; 'tis therefore He that is here called the - 
Lord God of Jjrael. And we who own him 
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ſo to be, Worſhip no other Godin Worſhip- 
ping him. - Tt is thoſe; who do not own him lo 
to be, and:do yet Worſhip him, that are to be 
charged with Worſhipping another God. Now 
when here we-find Father, Son,and Holy Ghoſt, 
all joined in the ſame Worſhip, we have reaſon 
to take them all for the ſame God ; and, that 
theſe Three are One. And do fay, (as willingly 
as he) Hear, O Iſrael, the Lord thy God is One God. 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are bur One God: 
As God the repens. God. the Redeemer, and 
' God the SanQtifier, are One God. - And what 
in the Old Teſtament-are ſaid of God, indefi- 
nitely, without taking notice of this or that of 
the three Perſons; are, in the New Teſtament, 
attributed ſome to one, ſome to-another, of the 
three Perſons. 

That which makes theſe Expreflions ſeem 
harſh to ſome of theſe men, is becauſe they have 
uſed themſelves to fanſite that notion only of the 
word Perſon,according to which Three Men are 
accounted to be Three Perſons,and theſe Three 
Perſons to be Three Men. But he may conſ1- 
der, that there is another notion of the word 
Perſon, and in common ule too, wherein the 
ſame/Min may be ſaid to ſuſtain divers Perſons, 
and thoſe Perſons to be the ſame Man, That is the 
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ſame Man as fuſtaining-divers Capacities, As | 
was aid but now of: Fully, Tres Perſonas Hams 
ſuſtines. And then .ir:willfeem nomoere-harſh 
to lay, The three Pectons, Facher, Son andHo- - 
ly Ghoſt are one God ;. than ito.ſay, God the 
Creator, God: the Redeemer,,and Gad the:Sans 
fQifex are one God ; : which, I:luppole;evencto 
this Anſweresciwouldcinot feem harfhy. or 'be 
thought Noxſence. 'It is much the ſame thing, 
whether of theewo Forms. we uſe. And, all the 


Cavils he uſeth, may+þe equally appled co. dv 


ther. [| W hat anſorer thereforehe wouldigive to. 
one, who ſhould thas objeet againſt the lacter 
form, will ſerve us as well co what he'objedts 
againſtche formers | io i 9!) col 
If therefore the Gerrleman pleale: to tonfider 
it calmly ; he will fd, char, 'eyers amongſt 
men, though ansther perſon do miany timesdenote 
another man, {4nd'thereupod cthewords are: forme- 
times uſed promiſcuouſly,Yyet noralways yi not 
doth-the word Prrfon neceffarity'imply'ic.*. A 
Rag and. a Husband. (though chey imply very 
diflerent Notions, different Capacities, differenc 
Relacions, or different Per{onalities,) yerumay 
both concur in the fare Man. .{Or, inthatfence 
wherein-Perſon is put for Man, in the ſame Per- 
ſon.) So a King 2nd a-Father, a King andia 
I 
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Brother, and 'the like: And this Genelemgn, 
chough- (in. the Dialogue) he ſuſtain two Per- 
fons. g that:of an Opponent, and that of an. An- 
{werer .; :or that of a Friend; and that of an Ad- 
verfary;; (that ſo,while one gives ill Language, 
the = may give up the Cauſe; yet they do 
not.acteach their own part ſo.covertly; but thac 
Jometime the vizard falls! off, and diſcovers the 
Man to bethe ſame. - For though my Letter be 
anſwered bya Friend, pag. 1. yet tis the Neighbour 
thac isweary of Writing, p13.  ... | 
0: Now; if Perfon, tua. Proper ſence, when ap- 
plied: to Men, do. not imply, that'different Pers 
fous muſt needs be ſo many different Men : much 
leſs ſhould it be thought Nonſexce,: when (in 2 
 'Metaphacical fence): it is applied to'God; that 
different Perſons in the Deity, ſhould not imply 
ſo many Gods : Or, that three Somewhat's (which 
wecall Perſons) may be One God -:W hich is whac 
undertook to prove. - ; 

And; having: made this good, 1 need not 
trouble;my ſelf -to name more Texts (though 
many. more there be which give concurrent evi- 
dence:to thistruth) or diſcourſe the whole Con- 
troverkic at large, (which was not the deſign of 
my: Letter.) For himſelf hath reduced itto this 
ſingle Point 5 When Sc. John ſays,' The Word was 
-0+9] | with 
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with God, and the Word was God ; if by the Word, 
be meant Chrijt, and by God,the true God ; Whe- - 


ther, in ſo ſaying, St. John do not ſpeak Nonſence? - 


And if I evince this not to be Nonſence, (as I think 
L have done): he grants. the place is to the purpoſe. 
Which quite deſtroys the Foundation of the So- 
cinian Do&trine. Without being obliged to prove, 
that theſe Perſons are juſt ſuch Perſons, and ſo 
diſtin, as what we ſometime call Perſons as 
mongft Men, (but with ſuch Diſtinftion only 
as is agreeable to the Divine Nature, and nor 
fuch- as to make them Three Gods.) . Like as 
when God the Father is ſaid to Beget the Son ; 
not ſo as one man Begets another, (nor is the 
Son ſo a Son as what we call Son amongſt. 
Men : ) but ſoas ſuits with. the Divine Nature : 
which How it is, we do not perfeatly compre- 
hend.. | 

I have now done with him. Burt F have one 
thing to note upon what I have before ſaid, of 
the Athanafian Creed. 1 there read it, wa o« mpeis. 
xamougrs, 2 ouvainal ein, 2 iow * becauſe I fo find it 
in the Copy I uſed ; which is thac at the end of 
the Greek Teſtament in Oftavo,Printed at London 
by John Bill, 1622 ; with Robert Stephan's, Jo- 
feph Scaliger's. and Tac Caſaubon's Annotations. | 
But in Whitaker's Greek Teſtament, reprinted by 
this 
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this Copy, 1633, I ſince find iis 744%. (Which 


Edition, 1ſuppole, is followed by ſome others.) 
I take the former to be the better reading, (as 
giving a clearer ſence; ) and that the Correcter 
. of the Prels, had pur «- for % intending thereby 


ro mend the Greek Syntax, (becaule 27 05H 0Us 


follows,) but doch (I think) impair the ſence. 


But, as to the Dactrine, it is much one whether 
we read «: or ©. And what] have faid of that 
- Whole Creed, is chiefly intended for thoſe who 
| do believe the Doctrine of the Trinity, and of 
Chriſt's Incarnation ; that there is' no reaſon (in 
my opinion.) why chey ſhould nor allow of that 
Creed. Bur ſuch as do not believe choſe Points, 
cannot (I grant) approve the Creed. And it is 
theſe,:I luppoſe, who would fain have others to 
diſlike tr alſo. Fo 
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